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1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Claims 8-23 are currently pending in this application. Applicants request for 
reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last Office action is persuasive and, 
therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 8-14 and 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Number 6,694,429 to Kalmanek, Jr. et aL 

4. As to claim 8, Kalmanek teaches a system for reserving a virtual connection from a 
source workstation to a destination workstation within a network to allow data packets of data 
are transmitted over a network between an ingress node of said source workstation and an egress 
node of said destination workstation, said method: sending a setup request message for a virtual 
connection from said source workstation to a reservation server (col. 6, lines 47-62), wherein 
said reservation server includes connection setup means for setting up a virtual connection that 
meets a predefined Quality of Service requirement from said ingress node to said egress node 
(col. 9, lines 18-34); determining whether or not said setup request request can be validated 
based on user information within said source workstation, wherein said user information is 
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accessible by said reservation server (col 9, lines 18-34); in response to a determination that said 
reservation request can be validated based on user information within said source workstation, 
determining whether or not the capacity of said network is sufficient to meet the requirements of 
said setup request (col 10, line 47-col. 11, line 2); and in response to the capacity of said 
network being sufficient to meet the requirements of said setup request, establishing a virtual 
connection from said ingress node to said egress node (col. 8, line 59-col. 9, line 17); however 
Kalmanek does not explicitly teach a reservation request message sent from the workstation to a 
reservation server. 

Kalmanek does teach a reservation request being sent as part of the setup process for the 
connection to be established (col. 10, lines 19-32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Kalmanek regarding accepting a setup message 
for a connection with the teachings of Kalmanek regarding a reservation request because 
Kalmanek states that the "quality of service can be determined by the calling party" (col. 9, lines 
19-34) making it obvious for the workstation in Kalmanek to explicitly send the reservation 
request to the reservation server. 

5. As to claim 9, Kalmanek teaches a method according to claim 8, wherein said step of 
verifying that said request may be validated further comprises: verifying the authentication of 
said user (col. 10, lines 19-32); and verifying the user rights to obtain said virtual connection 
(col. 10, lines 19-32). 

6. As to claim 10, Kalmanek teaches a method according to claim 8, further comprising in 
response to insufficient capacity of said IP network with respect to a previous reservation 
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request, delivering a new reservation request form said source workstation to said reservation 
server, wherein said new reservation request includes new parameters that are set in accordance 
with the capacity of said network as reported form said reservation server to said source 
workstation (col. 10, lines 47-col 11, line 13). 

7. As to claim 11, Kalmanek teaches a method according to claim 8, further comprising 
delivering from said reservation server to said ingress and egress nodes, information required to 
set up a virtual connection from said ingress node to said egress node and a flow identification of 
the communication to be established such that said ingress node may transmit any packet 
received from said source workstation over said connection (col. 9, line 34-col. 10, line 18). 

8. As to claim 12, Kalmanek teaches a method according to claim 11, wherein the 
information sent by said reservation server to said ingress and egress nodes to set up a virtual 
connection includes a FlowID identifying the flow corresponding to the communication to be 
established over said virtual connection (col. 9, line 34-col. 10, line 18). 

9. As to claim 13, Kalmanek teaches a method according t claim 12, further comprising 
comparing a FlowID of a new packet received by said ingress noted with at least one FlowID 
corresponding to at least one reserved virtual connection that has been established from said 
reservation server to said ingress node (col. 28, lines 4-22). 

10. As to claim 14, Kalmanek teaches the method according to claim 12, further comprising 
delivering a RoutelD from said reservation server to said ingress and egress nodes, wherein said 
RoutelD identifies a route already known by said nodes (col. 28, lines 4-22). 

11. As to claim 16-22, they feature the same limitations as claims 8-14 and are rejected for 
the same reasons as claims 8-14. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claim 15 and 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Number 6,694,429 to Kalmanek, Jr. et al. in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,768,738 to 
Yazaki et al. 

14. As to claim 15 and 23, Kalmanek teaches the method according to claim 1 1 and 20, 
however Kalmanek does not explicitly teach a packet including a source address, a destination 
address, a port number, and a QOS identifier. 

Yazaki teaches a packet including a source address, a destination address, a port number, 
and a QOS identifier (col. 2, lines 51-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Kalmanek regarding the establishment of a 
virtual connection with the teachings of Yazaki regarding a packet including a source address, a 
destination address, a port number, and a QOS identifier because such information would help a 
router perform QOS controls (Yazaki, col. 2, lines 51-67). 



Response to Arguments 
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15. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 7/28/2005, with respect to claim 8 have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. The 102 anticipation rejection based on Kalmanek of claims 
8-23 has been withdrawn. 



16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B. Blair whose telephone number is 571-272-3893. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am- 5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 




Douglas Blair 



ANDREW CALDWELL 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




